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IMTC PSS-AG would like to make 3GPP SA4 aware of a possible backwards compatibility issue between Release-5 and Release-4 of the PSS Specification.  This issue comes about due to the following document approved at SA4#22:

 S4-020491: CR to TS26.234 Rel-5 (Correction of media and session-level bandwidth fields in SDP)

The above CR requires Release-5 servers to include the ‘b=AS:’ line at the media level in SDP.  The change was made because it is believed that Release-5 clients must have this information in order to properly request QoS for each media stream when setting up the bearers.  However, the information was not considered necessary for Release-4 clients, since Release-4 QoS is more primitive and less flexible than Release-5 QoS.  For this reason, no corresponding CR to Release-4 PSS was made at SA4#22.

The problem is that Release-5 clients must be compatible with Release-4 servers.  Since a Release-4 server is not required to provide ‘b=AS:’ at the media level, a Release-5 client must be able to handle the case where the bandwidth information is not available.  If a Release-5 client must be able to handle a session where the bandwidth information is missing, then the client should also function if a Release-5 server fails to provide the bandwidth field.  In a practical sense, it is pointless to mandate this field for Release-5 if it is not also mandatory for Release-4.

IMTC PSS-AG sees two possible ways to resolve this problem:

1. The ‘b=AS:’ line could be made mandatory at the media level in Release-4.

2. The mandate for ‘b=AS:’ in Release-5 could be replaced with a ‘should’.
Our group strongly recommends the first option, since the second option leaves the Release-5 client without the information needed to properly allocate QoS.  We ask that 3GPP SA4 consider this issue, and that the issue be resolved if possible at SA4#23.

